	Table 1S. Designs and characteristics of some studies aiming to assess “understanding of plagiarism, UP” among medical university teachers.

	1st author
	Shirazi (2010) 
	Ghajarzadeh (2012) 
	Poorolajol (2012) 
	Singh and Guram (2014) 

	Yr of publication
	.2010
	.2012
	.2012
	.2014

	Yr of the study
	.2008
	.2011-2012
	.2011
	.NR

	Town (Country)
	.Karachi (Pakistan)
	.Teheran (Iran)
	.Hamadan (Iran)
	.Punjab (India)

	Main aims
	.To assess knowledge and perceptions of plagiarism in medical students and faculty of private and public medical colleges
	.To assess the attitude towards plagiarism in medical faculty members
	.To develop a standard questionnaire for plagiarism in order to assess knowledge, attitude and practice of the researchers working in academic and research institutes
	.To explore the knowledge and attitudes of dental professionals toward plagiarism

	Study design
	.Cross-sectional
	.Cross-sectional
	.Cross-sectional
	.Cross-sectional

	Recruitment method
	.Convenience sample
	.Random sample
	.Random sample
	.Random sample

	Population
	. 4th year medical students

 .Medical faculty members
	.Medical faculty members
	.Students

.Faculty members
	.Dental professionals

	Target population
	.n=NR
	.n=800
	.NR
	.NR

	Total number of participants 
	.196

  .114 medical students

  .82 teachers
	.87 medical faculty members
	.390 

  .330 juniors (161 bachelors of science, 72 medical students, 64 masters of science, 20 trainers, 13 PhD students)

  .60 professors (20 assistant professors, 6 associate professors, 34 professors)
	.5000 professionals

	Sex (M/F)
	.NR
	.62/25
	.NR
	.NR

	Age (Yrs)
	.NR
	.47±9b
	.NR
	.NR

	Previous experience of scientific writing
	.NR
	.n=86
	.210: participated in at least 1 research project or had published at least 1 paper
	.NR

	Teachers medical disciplines
	.Basic Biomedical Sciences

.Internal Medicine

.General Surgery

.Urology

.Obstetrics and Gynaecology

.Paediatrics

.Neurology
	.NR
	.Medicine

.Dentistry

.Health

.Nursing and Midwifery

.Paramedicine

.Pharmacy

.Treatment services

.Health services

.Education

.Research and Technology
	.Dental professionals

	Sample size
	.Not calculated
	.Not calculated
	.Calculated
	.Not calculated

	Table 1S. Continued

	1st author
	Shirazi (2010) 
	Ghajarzadeh (2012) 
	Poorolajol (2012) 
	Singh and Guram (2014) 

	Questionnaires
	.Non-standardized

.19 questions

.Questions read out aloud and participants write their responses

.No reference
	.Standardized: Mavrinac et al.(2010)
.Valid/reliable: Ghajarzadeh et al.(2013)
.25 questions
.Face to face or via emails
	.Standardized: Elzubeir and Rizk(2003); Ghajarzadeh et al.(2013); Mavrinac et al.(2010); Rennie and Crosby (2001); Ryan et al.(2009)
.Valid/reliable

.26 questions
	.Valid/reliable
.14 questions
.Questions sent via emails or by sending printed copies

	Explored items
	.UP
.Plagiarism attitude
.Attitude about copyright laws
	.Self-plagiarism (4 questions)
.Plagiarism acceptance (12 questions)
	.UP (9 questions, scores from 0 to 9)
.Plagiarism attitude (9 questions, scores from 9 to 27)
.Plagiarism practice (8 questions, scores from 0 to 8)
	.UP
.Plagiarism attitude


	Mains results
	.88a: correct understanding of self-plagiarism 

.69a: observed colleagues plagiarize work
.57a: correct understanding of methodology for incorporating PowerPoint presentations available on the web
.54a: correct understanding of methodology for incorporating materials as paraphrases
.45a: correct understanding of methodology for incorporating web based clips/cartoons in own Power Point presentation
.27a: never plagiarized work themselves
.23a: correct understanding of the concept of copy rights
.22a: correct understanding for need for referencing
.16a: correct understanding of methodology for incorporating materials verbatim
.13a: took action against plagiarists
	.Number of correct answers: 
  Total: 11.6±3.1b
  To questions evaluating self-plagiarism: 1.7±0.4b
  To questions evaluating plagiarism acceptance: 1.4±0.2b
.No significant correlation between plagiarism acceptance and self-plagiarism

	.UP scores:

  Assistant: 6.35 [5.49-7.21]c
  Associate professors: 7.45 [6.87-8.03]c
  Professors: 7.67 [7.01-8.32]c
.Plagiarism attitude scores:

  Assistant: 25.25 [24.24-26.26]c
  Associate professors: 26.00 [25.39-26.61]c
  Professors: 26.33 [25.68-26.99]c
.Plagiarism practice scores:

  Assistant: 0.75 [0.30-1.20]c
  Associate professors: 0.75 [0.28-1.22]c
  Professors: 1.17 [-0.12-2.46]c
.Plagiarism commission decreased 13% per 1 unit increase in score of knowledge
.Plagiarism commission decreased 16% per 1 unit increase in the score of attitude.
	.93a: plagiarism wasn’t ever mentioned in school before coming to graduation
.87a: committed plagiarism at least once ever
.85a: plagiarism cannot be successfully avoided
.85a: know what plagiarism is: it is:

  .62a: using others words as if they were your own
  .21a: using others results as if they were your own

  .9a: getting your ideas from a text book
  .8a: sharing work with other and pooling ideas
.55a: indulged in plagiarism (knowingly/unknowingly)
.43a: heard about plagiarism for the 1st time from their thesis supervisors


	CI: confidence interval. F: female. M: male. Max: maximum. Min: minimum. Data were: a%, bmean(SD, cmean [95% confidence interval].


